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an Elegant Epergne w" Branches and Large 

Bason at Top, 
2 setts of Rich Cut Glasses for Do, 
an Elegant Tea pot stand, 
a plain Do. , Do. , 

Engraving Arms in Mantle on Sundries, 
Do. Crest and Motto on Do. , 
a strong Iron Bound Wainscot Chest Lined and 

partitioned, w" Patent Locks, 



1799, 24 July. — 5 years Int. on Do., 5 pc', 
12 Aug 8 '.— 18 Days Do. Do., 



Bill & Rect, Richard Davies, 

^568. 17. 4 #. 1799. 118. 17. 4#. 

[This silver was probably bought by Colonel Richard Corbin, of Lane- 
ville, King and Queen county, Virginia, for one of his sons.] 
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SAINSBURY'S ABSTRACTS. 



I have complete copies of all of the documents in the English Public 
Record Office relative fo the Colony of Virginia from 1606 to 1627. 
Many of them having come into the possession of the crown at different 
times during the past two hundred years, and having been filed by dif- 
ferent persons, there is sometimes in the calendar confusion of arrange- 
ment, incorrect dates, etc. Mr. Sainsbury's abstracts of these papers 
which are now being published in this Magazine, are very interesting, 
but they are not always correctly dated nor sufficiently complete.* If 
permitted I will give some notes bearing on these facts. 

Of the documents in the Bargrave case, the one recorded under 
"April, 1624," and given in this Magazine, VI, pp. 379-381, should 
come first, as it was really written in November, 1621. It contains about 
twice as many words as the abstract.t The "Articles" recorded under 

* I made use of these documents in preparing The First Republic in America, but for 
reasons given (pp. xxiii-xxiv) I used the present style dates, while the Abstracts retain 
the old style. 

t There are now two copies of this document in the British Museum ; the one which I 
used was received only a few years ago, with the Duke of Manchester papers. I also 
have copies of all of the documents in this collection relative to Virginia. 
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"April 12, 1622" and given in VI, pp. 226-228, were written early in 
February, 1622, the complete document contains about 1,300 words. 
These Articles were not originally enclosed in the " Petition " as inferred 
from the Calendar file. They were delivered to the Privy Council in 
person by Bargrave in February, who "having wayted for annswer this 
10 weeks," on April 12th (O. S.) wrote a "Petition " of about three 
hundred Words to the Council, to have " the said Articles forthwith read 
and answered," and to this the Privy Council replied at once. I have 
about thirty-five documents (say 50,000 words) pro and con in the con- 
troversy between Bargrave and Sir Thomas Smith, on which I based my 
review of the case on page's 446-448 and elsewhere in The First Repub- 
lic. Bargrave was opposed to the protection ideas of Sir Thomas 
Smith, and favored the free trade ideas of Sir Edwin Sandys, but he 
was opposed to Sir Edwin's purpose to erect a free popular State in Vir- 
ginia, and he suggested a form of government which was " to be made 
according to (along the same lines as) his Majesties Instructions of Nq- 
vember 4, Jas." 11606), in order "to tye Virginia in a dependence on 
our Crowne of England." 

The abstracts relative to kidnapping, given in Vol. VI, pages 229-230, 
are sufficiently complete. I have the complete " Notes of the Shipping," 
etc., mentioned on pages 231, 232; and I also have complete copies of 
the records of the city of London, of sundry city companies, and of sev- 
eral parishes therein, regarding the children to be sent to Virginia, etc. 
The abstract from Sandys to Naunton ( page 232) is sufficiently com- 
plete. The Petition of West, etc. (page 233), contains about four hun- 
dred words, was written in the fall of 1622 (see First Republic, pages 
508,509). The letters of the Governor, etc. 1 pages 236-239), Wyatt 
(pages 239-240), Sandys (pages 241-243), and Davison (pages 243-244), 
all contain about twice as many words as given in the abstracts. These 
letters ought to be published in full, and as stated in the preface to my 
book (page xxiii), I hope to be able to publish all the evidences which I 
have, in full, some day. Mr. Sainsbury was mistaken in thinking the 
list of February 16 (O. S.), 1624 (N. S.) Vol. VI, 243, was sent by Davi- 
son; as he died before that list was taken. 

The abstracts given on pp. 371, 372 are sufficiently complete; but the 
list of Patents given in The First Republic (pp. 628-630) is in some re- 
spects more satisfactory. The date — 1623, July? — given to the King's 
letter to the Archbishops (p. 373) is incorrect. The date has been oblit- 
erated in the original MS. and the exact date is not known, but it was 
written in 1617. (See First Republic, p. 248.) It is given in full in 
Anderson's History of the Church of England in the Colonies, vol. I, 
pp. 315, 316. Canne's letter (p. 373) and the Governor's (pp. 374-377) 
contain about twice as many words each as the abstracts. The letter 
"of the Privy Council to the governor of Virginia " (p. 381) was sent 
" to the governor of the Somers Islands," and is given in full in Lefroy's 
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Memorials of the Bermudas, Vol. I, pp. 294, 295. Mandeville's letter 
(p. 382) is nearly complete. Nethersole's (pp. 383-384) is a very long 
gazette letter of nearly 5,000 words; but his reference to the Virginia 
business in Parliament is completely given in the abstract. His letter in 
Vol . VII, p. 39, is also a gazette letter of nearly a, 000 words, the abstract, 
however, is sufficiently complete. The Royal commission (VII, 39-43) 
of July 25 (N. S.) 1624, is given in full in the " Historical Collections " 
by Hazard, Vol. I, pp. 183-188. Mandeville's letter (p. 43) contains 
about 320 words; the correct date is July 17 (O. S.) inclosed in it were 
the " Orders " (p. 44) enacted the day before, July 16 (O. S.) containing 
about three times as many words as the abstract. Heath's letter (p. 45) 
contains about 250 words. 

The Petition of the Governor, etc. (VII, p. 45) is nearly complete, 
but the date July j, 1624, is incorrect; it was written prior to March 10th 
(N. S.) 1624. See The First Republic (pp. 572-574), where it is desig- 
nated as (C.) Inclosed therein was "A Brief Declaration [E.] of "the 
Plantation," which was published by the State of Virginia in 1874. It 
was one of the papers sent to England by Mr. John Pountis, which passed 
into the hands of Sir Thomas Merry. In the abstract the name of John 
Pott is wrongly placed among the Burgesses. The paper is signed as 
follows: 

Francis Wyatt [Governor J. 

George Sandys, Frans. West, Roger Smythe, George Yeardley, Raphe 
Hamor, John Pott [Council]. 

Will. Peirce, William Tucker, Jabez Whittaker, etc. [Burgesses], 
twenty nine signatures in all. 

The following who signed one or more of the other papers, for some 
reason failed to sign this: J. Pountis, of the council, who carried the 
document to England, and the following Burgesses: Samuel Mathews (a 
commissioner) and Edward Gryndon, from Over against James City; 
Isack Maddison, from West & Sherley Hundred; John Wilcocks, from 
Eastern Shore; Samuel Sharpe, from Sharpe's Plantation, and John 
Southern, from /antes City. 

Warwick's letter (pp. 50, 51) as given is nearly complete. The date 
of Wyatt's license (p. 51) is also given as September 18 (O. S.) 1624, in 
Hazard, Vol. I, p. 235. 

I fully appreciate the great importance of making these abstracts 
available in print as The Virginia Historical Society is now doing. As 
a rule they are much more completely given than in the published calen- 
dars, and, of course, iar more so than in the published histories. I do 
not under estimate their value, and I hope that my note may add to that 
value by giving more definite descriptions in several particulars. 

Alexander Brown. 



